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DATE; /. 5’/‘?-,-/’; ¢ '

ZNORANDUM FOR: ' ./Military Service/

Results of Photo -Comparison,

SUBJECT :
Case No, f )/
! . . b 77 5’?/7( .
REFEZRENCE :  Request from NOK of'szvv_/4f ;ngzl;ﬁﬁqézg
1. Transnitted herewith are results of photo comparison

-

zn2lysis between the Chrisimas 1969 film of American PWs in
North Vietnam 2nd photographs submitted with reference.

The evidence cited in the attacheéd report does not

B ———— .
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2
constitute cefinizive proof of the status or identity of in-
dividuzls porirzyed in the questioned photographs. : o
I. Since the Agency's participation in this program is -
cizssified, the fact of such participation must not be re- s ’
vezled. This report, therefore, may not be used in an unclas- W . ;
siZied zrena, a2nd the -Agency cannot be responsible for any £ |
2ction or decision based in whole or.in part on the judgments - !
expressed in the report. . . NN *
- 7. 4% All meterials received from your office in connection S
with subject request are returned herewith. i
- ' -: :
o EOR THE CHIEF ; ;
: . : |
I. l
Attachments: ' !
(1) Chrisimas 1959 comparison No. . v '
(2) Mcterials submiited with request . :
{2) Overlay '
(b) precapture photos ; !
(¢) Utner: i
, B Yo
. . . 5
’ .
. L




ZNORANDUM SOR: - /Militery Service/

SUBJECT : Results of Photo -Comparison,

Czse No

] . . ‘}5’7 o,
REFERENCE ¢ Request from NOX of /Y é??ﬁﬂ(%j?zéaj

Transmitted herewith are results of photo comparison

|
¢ between the Christmas 1969 film of American PWs in

enelysi
North Vietnam and photographs submitted with reference.

2. The evidence cited in the a2ttachéd report does not
constitute definitive proof of the status or identity of in-
dividuvzls portrazyed in the questioned photographs. :

3. Since the Agency's participation in this program 1is
cizssified, the fact of such participation must not be re-
vezleé. This report, therefore, may not be used in 2n unclas- e
siZied zrena, and the ‘Agency cannot be responsible for any 8,
2ction or decision btased in whole or.in part on the judgwents -
expressed in the repori. . L
.- 7. 4% All meterials received from your office in connection

with subject request are ‘returned herewith.

'
g FOR THE CHIEF

Attachments:
(1) Christmas 1959 comparison No. . -
(2) Materials submitted with request .
(2) Overlay
(v) precapture photos
(c) TnREr:
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PHOTO COMPARISON ANALYSIS RESULTS: Christmas 1969 No. g 3 [[km]

gtery e L (U) ., Surimary of request: (Date received: )

Service ) —_—

- 2. Please compare the attached 7 prejcapturé

X photographs of Ity TELAS H. LGy with the

. [Christmas 1969 fi¥m obtazined DYy Représentative
Zion, especially prints nunbered DIA< 39 '
- USN - USAF . :

b. See attzched overlay for exact location ©I
image to be comparec. '

2. (U) Summary of comparison performed:

2. The following frames were chosen for copparison

with the photographs submitted: _ #5
b. /i technicians working independently of each
. - otnér enalyzed the identifizble features listed
4 below.
3. SRy Results of enzlysis: 53
=, (U) Quazlity of pre-cazpturé Dhoiogrephs submitte%:
T Adecuatg/inadequate for znalysis of recognizzble ™

- ; . features

! b, (8, <ee---l ©F z-ames in Christmes film: @}’
f recognizable fealuies.

\ L)
: : inadeouate for anziysis o

- . " Cg‘ The following features weze considered simila{;
| (1) Y Jn s ' ——
P
(2) Al Aol
(3) . éeu‘.‘ fﬂ%b;@ﬁ&f&v
RO - : :
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(6)

(N

- (8)

(%

The following features were considereé dis-

similar:
M. Fo aaX %wﬁw
() ___ 7% ,Z‘h
NS IR <% ,4,!’
-8 .
¢ (5)

Conclusion:

(1) In view of the similerity in peneral
appearence end significent numper of

similar features,

could be the subject oF the questioned

‘ ontpgraphs.

(2) In view of the significent nunber of
differ nces in distinguishable features,

R L A oW E S probzbly is not
TL%'svoJect of thé questioned phoic-

.'_graphs.

(3) 1In view of the guality of photogrephy
znd the small “number of dlSLlﬁgUISﬂable

features which could be compared,
conclusion can be veached. -

iy

cepiure ph0sographs of— ~ Air Force,
’ Navy, Merine, Army, ané
civilizn personnel. :

—_——
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. (U) The seme image has been »ompared with pre-
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WARNING:

€ amtd

This photo comparison enalysis wes
rformed utilizing the best 2vailadble tech-

cues, however, the quality of the photo-

aphs in question precluded positive identi-

cation. There may be other overriding fac-

fs- concerning the individual's case which
u1d confirm.or invelidate the photo compari-

son anzlysis.
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